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pra. discharges debt. Jaffray v. Crane (Wis. 8. 

) 


ACKNOWLEDGMEN T. See Deed; Married 

omen. 

ACT OF GOD. See Negligence. 

ACTION. By administrator for negligence in another 
State. Leonard v. Columbia S. Nav. Co. (N. Y. A agp), 

2.—By administrator, for n a Wy another State. 
nick v, Cent. R. R- Co. ( S. ©)... 

3.—What sufficient to constitute cause of, by administra- 
tor to recover money paid by person of “ unsound 
are ” parties. Riggs v. American Tract Society. (N. 

CO OF nn er er one 
4.—For eeck of contract with State officers, maintain- 


PAGE. 


311 


able by individual injured; New York reports. Little on 


v. Banks (N. App. 

5.—Equitable; bill r! remove cloud from title. Briggs v. 
Johnson (Me. 8.C 
6.—Equitable; to charge corporation with lien for prop- 
erty of infants invested therein by guardian; when 
such lien not allowable ; partnership; infant's estate in 
firm : constitutional law; validity of special act by 
State Legislature affecting non-resident tnfant’s estate ; 
as act of guardian; ratification. Hoyt v. Sprague 
EP cats sl ababian dso has eneeeee 
7.—Equitable ; receivership | in foreclosure upon railroad; 
reference; claims for services and ——. Wil- 

iamson’s Admrs._v. 


. &G. 8. 
R. R. Co. (Va. 8. C.) 
8. a”: uitable; contract in relation to furnishing medical 


Washington C., 


516 


357 


plomas; restraining use of fictitious name; public 


~ oy Olin v. Bates (Ill. 8. C) 
9.—Legal and equitable still exist in fact; variance ; “under 
complaint showing legal right “v ¢ equitable relief 
not allowed. Stevens v. Mayor (N APP.) 
10.—Joint, > ones ow several wrong-doers. Hi man v. New- 
ington ( 
11.—By mortgagor 4 ‘contract by vendee assuming mort- 
gage is action atlaw Han‘ v. Kennedy (N. Y. App.) . 
2.—Negligence for death L/, given to ministrator in 
another State, maintainable by administrator in this 
State; construction of foreign statute; transitory ac- 
tions; surrogate’s letters conclusive as to right to a) 
pos ‘administrator. Leonard v. Columbia 8. Nav. 
( App ). 
13. —prenaer 5 pay ing debt without authority may “not sue 
debtor; payment not discharge; ratification. Neely 
v. Jones (W. Va. 8. C.) 
See Infancy ; Partnership ¥+ Receiver; Removal of 
Cause ; Specific Performance. 


ADMINISTRATOR Not authorized to = by law 
of another § ~— Mackay v. N. J. Cent. R. R. Co, (U. 


Savings Bank ; 


cai 


Sheriff. 
ADMIRALTY. Liability for aogigent oes + under 
ich.) 


admiralty law. The Garland ( 

See Appeal; Jurisdiction; Maritime j Ft. - Practice. 
ADULTERY. See Divorce. 
ADVERSE POSSESSION. See Judgment. 
AGENCY. Authority to make time and sight drafts 


See " Action; Assignee ; 


not authority to make post-dated_ ones. . Y. Iron 
Mine Co. v. Citizens’ Bank (Mich, 8. C.).. 


‘ 


73 


516 


18 


| 8—To U.S. 8.0; 





AGENCY—Continued. 

2.—Agent cannot act in his own behalf as to a transaction 
for principal; corporate directors interested in ~_—ee 
company dealing with their corporation. Wardell v. 
Union Pacifie R. R. Co. (U. S. 8S. C.)..........0. 005 cone 

3.—Agent to collect note can receive only money in pay- 

ment. Herriman v. Shomon (Kans. 8S. C.).... ........ 

4. aes & to sell cannot mortgage. Switzer v. Wilvers 
(Kans. >.) 

5.—Bill of lading issued by authorized agent, ‘binds princi- 
pal, although fraudulent, when money is advanced by 
third person in good f. faith, Sioux City & P. &. Sow Co. 
v. First Nat. Bank (Neb. 8 


6.—For collection ; liability of, for default of cor pond- 
ent of, in another place. Dun! v. Mower ( 
Super. Ct 


7.—Insurance agent ‘to insure of insurance company, bor- 
rowing money to remit to company. does not make it 
liable to lender. 
Company (U. 8.8. C.).. 
8.—In purchase of bonds; evidence of ‘estoppel ; declara- 
tions by agent before aac as such. Green- 
wood v. Schumacker (N 
9.—To sell and buy goods has no authority ‘to ‘give notes 
for loans ; peinctt al ey | fruits o} a, 
acts, liable. ins v. Boothby (Me. 8. C. 
10.—Sub-agent’s liability to account to ceaabeal; ‘when a" 
agent not entitled to os +, New Zealand & A. —_". 
Co. v. Ruston (Eng. Q. B 


See oben taeree dh 


ALTERATION. Insertion of place of vee & 
si a Townsend v. Star Wagon (Neb. 8 


ALIMONY. See Attorney ; Divorce. 

AMENDMENT. Changing bill to declare lien to one 
for foreclosure; when amendments allowed; limit to 
allowance. Church v. Holcomb (Mich. 8. C.).......... 


ANIMALS. Dog “aceustomed to bite; does not 
mean that it has bitten a human being ; duty of owner ; 
measure of damages; solicitude and fear of bitten 
e+ Godeau v. Blood (Vt. 8. C.) 

‘erse nature belong to State, which may control killin; 
and sale of ; statute forbiddin p of ing“ 
killed elsewhere constitutio toon v. People (Il. 


.C. 
3. —Wild; carrier pi ons escai ing under training. ““Anon. 
(Eng. Birm. C  Pigec P 


PAGE. 


cn National Bank v. Royal Ins. ae 


-14 


94 


4.—When owner of uni liable for wasnpedh v. — v. aay 


Payne (Ky. ys 
See Municipal Corporations. 


ANNUITY. See Will. 
APPEAL. In admiralty ; decision of facts in District 
and Circuit Courts prevails, Steamboat Sabin v. Steam- 
boat war (U.S. 8. C.).. 
2.—To U.S. 58. C.; salvors ; amount due to several for com- 
¥ Ge services im means amount in ae. ee 
v. Cooper ( 


v, ocho GT, noo ones cpemdboconseacedoas 
4.—From Supreme Aaa District of Columbia; amount in 
depute must exceed $2, Dennison v. Alexander 
5.—Order as to. paying money to receiver in foreclosure dis- 
es. — = reme coms, a and ye to grant 
not a able. erv. Bagley (N p.) 
6.—Partition a Fee is not final decree ys Green v. 


Fisk (U. S Dictdsdhnes -s4cnueenn 
7.—Uninjurious error not ground for. Wilson Co. v. Third 
National Bank (U. 8. Estas +e, 0¥4 neds, ase naenns 
See Conflict of Law; Practice ; ; Removal of Cause ; 
Undertaking. 
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| Seer 
ARTISAN, See Lien. pace. | BANKRUPTCY-—Continued. PAGE. 
Abuse of special authority, not of A nw 6.—Debt due for a borrowed from — . pM 
ASE als om trespasser _— initio. er v. Foot- fund not disc State v. Shelton (Conn 
ks jeuse:ladbcinea tebenteieiesacersaeerdve 1—Feetesense < one oo of a condit on, 
Constitutional % 3 rbour v. ( 
ASSEPSMENT, foi ie Si. | 4 EN 8 m guardian's ond, dchanged ‘by: aciy 
debt. avis V ( 
ASsIG For mn or > enequter or adminis- See Conflict of Laws; Constitutional ‘Law ; "Set-og'™ 
trators ide assignor’s fraudulent Statuto: ‘y Construction. 
transfers. gr, Rengon ON J. App.)........ 243, 257 KING. Contract, ace 
Ae boned of hy by ba y= ae it. First Nat. t. Bank of 
ASSIGNM Of bond and mortgage; when de- Kimberland (W. Va. 8. C.)..... 0 .-.---- 338 
et ee complete title. Ruckman v. Ruck- _ — oo pa 3 deposit under enter of court, when 
BRB (ate De BAIA) once cece cccc cscs sovccccscccecs: cece not re erred ; ne} an s a we: ‘un s in 
2.—For creditors; — has oy righs of assignee hy recefeer’s hana’ Otis ¥. Gross (lll aa 
3.—Liens on moneys of Conoattee oe a apply to trust 
ROLGARREERET BONEES. Kner 4006 egesadansncteecece seecse 7 nee. ot . Nicholas Nat. (N. Y. 
3. —For mardi when Ay -y gr ne ery to ay opted _ MDE hic. shodnacgnscneidnwecaedcansepe 
rk v. Bartlett (W - reco loans armingto’ 
For cred creditors; ving eacignes suthority to com romise ey 33 "pall (M "S. oy et a ats: se dhh«Becs . 437 
with creditors, ulent and void asin omaye credit- 5.—Transfer of stock ; Clabitity of bank stockholder. Mes- 
ors. McConnell v. Sherwood (N. Y. App.)...._ ..- .-.. 74 sersmith v. Sharon Sav. Bank (Penn. 8. C.).. . 38 


5.—For creditors; in another State * valid ere as to non- 
corporat and — = those ae constitutional law : 

ion ; lence of ; action; equity may prevent 

oo title. Chaffee v. Fou ‘Nat y Bank (ML e. 8. 

6.—For creditors ; one delaying creditors to prevent sacri- 

fice of easignor’ 's property, uid. 5 sooens ment; 

yy | on. ™ iS oT first. 


7. Ot ‘ane 4) Vanited States a _'s ‘made for bene- 
fit of creditors; siatutory construction; practice ; dis- 
for erroneous reason. Goodman v. Nib- 

lock (U. 8. 8. C.).. 
8.—Forms of instruments ; “fraud ; assignment. of suit. 
Geo! v. Tate (U. 8. 8. *C.) 
See Insurance, Fire ; Seieianse, Life; 

Causes. 


Removal of 


ardner 
496 


116 


ATTACHMENT. Ball dresses not necessary wearing - 


Sharpley v. Doutre (Montreal S. C.). . 

2.— --y old ess Fy, gh debtor may move to va- 
cate. Jacobs Hogan (N pp. 
3.—Under old Code, § 227; invalid if service or publication 
es are _— thirty days; appeal. Blossom v. Estes 

Si, Tit beidui bene idahhddcdbecuchhensegss sasonses 
4.—Of sudamiewk in favor of non-resident ; service of copy 
warrant must be on debtor; on attorney of creditor 


not sufficient. In re Flandreau (N. Y. PS eee 

5.—Sheriff, lies a _ money in hand of Conover v. 

* Ruckman Gi. < nti teiinnes abaes ane cannees q 
Practice ; Process ; Sherif’. 

ATTORN BY Disbarment ; duty of court to disbar 

ne unfaithful to client. Strout v. Proctor (Me. 8. C.) 

2.-"Disbarment : ngs to disbar, conducted ; 


proceedi 

‘hts of defentiant. In re Hahn (N. Y. App.).. 
3.—And client, dealings between ; damages for attorney’ 8 0 

wrongfulact Cockburn v. Edwards ( En, 
4. ~pneintae of, knowl of elicits bankruptcy. 
Rogers Palmer SM ME MEE 20h nnddesniasiesstnaece 
5. —Tisbility of, for misconduct of yt aus to client. 
ler v. Sellers (U.S. C. C., 


Se Ree ee 433 


412 


214 


~ 


296 
129 


6.—Power to take client's affidavit. Pees v. ‘Cowell (Cal. 
8. c 143 


7.—Judgment; negligence of attorney in allowing default 
ae ground ‘for vacating. Smith v. Tunstead (Cal. 8. 

8.—Duty of solicitors as to qeneitns rights of clients. 
Allen v. Lord Roper (Eng. Ch. D 
9.—Dealings between, and client. 
(Ga. 8. C.) 

10.—Lien on oe 

W. Va. 8. C.) 


ease etsesacee a oe ee 


“Freeman v. “Bigham 
197 

v. Calhoun 
158 


11.—Lien of, when ‘right of, “exists; release of judgment 
for less t amount due. Braden v. Ward (N. J. S. C.) 356 
12. —— as to alimony 4 we oe lite paid to him. Cross 
Cross (Eng. Pro. Div.); ( =. > em 159 
18. tie of, upon client's title deeds. Ex parte Fuller, Re 
Long (Eng. Dine) cedbeaue. shevesnedet canes 358 
on Ne — Instruments. 


ve over proceeds of sale an offi-- 
ER, pat form of. Tripp v. Barton a. 


ANd 2 


BAILMERNT. | of warehouseman as to deliv- 
to another ; triplicate bills of 


in, “ayn Mills, & Co. v. East and W. India D 
ot Big, App.) - 

PTCY. " atignes and not creditor must 
xR pth to set aside fraudulent conveyance of 
bankrupt debtor; statute of limitations. Trimble v. 
Woodhead (U. 8.8. C.) 


B. 


i we 
Scott v. Olmstead (Vt. S.C.) 
3.—Composition ; creditor whose debt. is understated, not 


bound by. He v. Rand (Mass. S. 

4.—Dise in, validity of, cannot be “contested in State 
court. ley v. Carruthers &. 8. C.) 

5.—Fiduciary debt not disc’ sh compoaitici proceed- 
ings. Wilmut v. Mudge (U. 8. 


159 


216 
; does not bar _ created by defendant's 


413 





See National Banks; Negligence ; Savings "Banks. 
BIGAMY. See Criminal Law. 
BILL OF LADING. See Agency. 
BILL ,OF EXCHANGE. See Negotiable Instru- 
ments. 
OND. When obligor on, esto from denying its va- 
lidity. Daniels rg Ste UPss C C.) See 
2.—Recitals in, limit liability. Sanger v. Baumberger 
(Wis. 8. Cc.) bikbecsestiinnhhh anmianh. widetebeanenese> cane 416 
See Constitutional Law ; Municipal Corporations ; 
Negotiable Instruments. 
BOUNDARY. Riparian owner ; fixed monument ; ad- 
rse possession ; fences upon lands near tide-water ; 
removal o of 4 gysabe in winter. East Hampton v. Kirk 
( EET RE Cy oP Rai ocr AA TERI 
BREACH OF CONTRACT. See Action. 
BREACH OF TRUST. See Statute of Limitations 
BRIBERY. See Office and Officer. 
BURGLARY. See Criminal Law. 
BURIAL. Right of husband to apateect wife ; watner 
Weld v. Walker (Mass. S. C.).. . 283 


294 


CARRIER OF ODS. Contract eoomoting from 
liability. Goldsmith v. Great E. Ry. Co. (Eng. Q. B. D.) 
oe ae is ond roe. %. Stewart v. Terre Haute & I. R. 
EE ALE 5) ee 
3.—Not liable for} loss of goods ‘by connecting carrier ; con- 
tract bey oa route ; limitations in receipt given by. 
Hadd v. U. S. & C. Express Co. (Vt. 8. C.).. 
4.—Liability a ship-owner for shrinkage of “cargo by 
reason of nature of stock. Janney v. Tudor Co. (U. 
D. C., Mass.). 
5.—Goods injured “while in transitu through successive 
carriers, not presumed injured by last wa Marquette, 
a- Logic = % Sp 5. teens coe SO ) 94 
riving an =e company not a common car- 
rier. ann v. White River rat Co. (Mich. S. C.) 384 
7.—Negligence ; when po for jury ; duty to provide 
motive power to relieve from emergency ; inability to 
do ate caused ie 4 owe ee not excusable. 
Bills v. N. Y. C Co. (N. Y. App.)..... .-. e.seeee 155 
See Decisions of other States. 


CARRIER OF LIVE STOCK. Limitation of lia- 
bility by special consent  greggemgpemege — —. . 


_ 


19 
35 


96 


35 


Spears v. Georgia R 
CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS. Passenger; one 
ho leaves - in motion ceases to be. Comm. v. 
Boston & M. R. R. Co. (Mass. 8. C.) 
2.—Mail oa on railroad not a passenger. “Penn. R. z 
; See Gamm. B. OC) .... ccc... cecccccereceases 
3.— ; liabilit: for inj 


N. . Ry. * 8" § 2 Pe Seer 
4.—Expulsion of railway [ a= train ; aa.” 
us passage. Petrie v. Penn. RR . Co. (N. J.8.C).. 

5. —Negligence, contributory; not looking for approaching 
train not , duty of railroad mae: to oe ee safe 
exit from = Brassell v. N 
Co. (N. Y. App. 

6.-—Railroad ‘company may run special trains and exclude 
passengers therefrom ; injury to nger riding with- 
out right on train; leaving moving train on advice of 
conductor ; damages. Southwestern R. R. Co. v. Sin- 

1 facet. Ge. an 1 f leti: 
treet railways, exc’ usion of —- - n nger - 
rier ~— use of. Citizens’ C h'Co ve Camden H. 

R. Co. (N. Y. Err. & App.).. 
8.—Unreasonable regulating by effect of. Saunders v. 
South K. Ry. Co. (Eng. J EDA LihiaaeD 
See Cuishitutional Law. 
CERT ORARI. Munici ordinance; validit. 
as of 5 ewe cannot be tested by. Iske v. 
dowa 8 dais oats 


CHAMPERTY., 


Aa. 


356 


197 


R e0 
10 


of, as 
ewton 


When not defense to action. 
. R. R. Co. (Mich. 8. C.) 
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EEE 
CHATTEL MORTGAGE. See Mortgage. pace. | CONSTITUTIONAL LAW-—Continued. PAGE. 
CHECK. See Negotiable Instruments. 17.—Information; State law authorizing Ly coyeps by, 
CHURCH PROPERTY. See Taxation. valid. Kalloch v. Superior Court (Cal. 8. C.) .......... 178 


CIVIL DAMAGE ACT. Each seller of liquor con- 
tributing to intoxication liable for entire eayoest Wer- 
ner v. Edmiston (Kans. 8. C.)..... mvtbadaay tas che veon, Se 

CIVIL RIGHTS. See Removal of Cause. 

CLERGY. Privileges of; Roman Catholic priest no 
right to influence votes by threats of excommunication. 
Maise v. Robillard (Camada.).............-.0.-+sseeeees 61 


CODE. See Practice. 
COMITY. Child adopted in one State has same rights 
of inheritance in another State having reggae laws ; 
inheritance. Ross v. Ross (Mass. 8. C.).... .... ...... 297 
COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law. 
COMMISSION. United States: writ of prohibition, 
subject to contro] of court. United States v. Berry 
(U. 8. pRENienravagieeessace 20 406 eek é dewavdie 256 
COMMON CARRIERS. See Carriers. 
COMPOSITION. See Bankruptcy. 
CONFLICT OF LAW. Ap ; right of, from 


. Supreme Court; Federal ques- 
mg ps oa 4 oss court against marshal for seizure 
of of goods under bankrupt process. Sharpe v. Doyle (U. 


er eee Gee re 216 
a—Seatogiey; plea of discharge in, to suit on judgment 
since discharge in another State. Anderson v. Ander- 
Es ts SEs bn 4 ae danavadetad: »- sdieees. deen oe 17 
3.—Grant by Congress of ‘land to State in trust ; limit of 
7 of State Legislature. Ashburner v. Peopl e (U. 
iM aka): on So aanedin 5 Vow ign be Gi alesaees aa thee 
4.—Insurance policies issued by foreign companies. amith 
v. Mut. L. Ins. Co. (Mass. 8. C.)... .....seecee weeeee 
5.—Marriage by divorced husband in another State. aD 
TWD Ms igs Gibesaks 15> ntdasdnonteccasduciin > sd 
6.—Practice; State law of limitation of time to take meee © 
will not oust Supreme Court of power to enforce man- 
dates. Williams v. Bruffy (U.S. 8.C.)................ 176 


ae between creditors of different jurisdictions; 
bankruptey attachment; assignment for creditors. 
Goodsell v. Benson (R. I. s. C.). 518 

8.—Receiver, rights of, under State court : as against Feda- 
eral court. Andrews v. Smith (U. 8. C. C., Vt.)....... 516 

9.—Will; lex loci; corporation. Crum v. Bliss — S.C.) 496 
See ‘Comity ; Extradition; Insurance, Life; Mar- 

riage ; Process ; Removal of Causes. 


CONGRESS. See House of Representatives. 
CONSPIRACY. See Criminal Law. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. Due process of law; 


assessment for draining swamp lands ; construction of 
State law; source of title to lands does not affect right to 
rome: i tring. contract. Reclamation Dist. No. 108 
—— ar (U. 8 NRG <sutants less andi ieieanees 74 
2.- Bon a 4." vias by State under invalid law ; mort- 
gage taken by State to secure its bonds inures to holder 
4 ra \ 9 bonds. Florida C. R. R. Co. v. Schutte 
At | eae 
3.—Carrier of passenger ; commerce, “regulation of, be- 
tween States; carrier may not exclude unchaste 
female passenger, banantes + from ladies’ car. 
Brown v. Memphis & C. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Tenn.), 453 
4.—Commerce; State law tet floating of logsi in river 
not an interference with commerce. Harrigan v. Conn. 
Lumber Co. (Mass. 8. C.) 
5. Regulation of commerce ; . States may provide for im- 
provement of local waters ; violations by State statutes 
of State Constitution not cognizable i in Federal courts; 
taxation not taken for public use. County of Mobile 
eS oT Cera 1 
6.—Impairing contract ; State control over “operation of 
railroads. New Haven & North H. Co. v. Hamersley 
Gr Tie Gis 5 4 ce cna con enae rio qeenctsaekeide panes eine 374 
7.—Court of claims, trial without jury. McElrath v. U. 
rc MED 50 sivcdncstas bad cdaks \dbndnded thensons 
8.—Discrimination as to sex in permitting pursuit of oat 
ness; female waiters in dance cellars. Ex parte Ma- 


aes ar ae eee 383 
9.—Dower; State law requiniing does not impair contract. 

Bennett v. Harris (Wis. 8. C. ) iianheiantds tebe istdaeds 378 
10.—Evidence; validity of statute prescribing character of. 
tate v. Beswick (R. I. 8. C.), 487; State v. Thomas 

a. TRS nace nen hnen css debnciibsnescauaias 489 


11.—Ex post facto statute ; ; extending time limited for 
prosecution of crime. State v. Moore (N. J. App.).... 463 

12.—Eminent domain; act authorizing railroad to take 

lands without tendering pay’ ment to ex void. Red- 
man v. Phila. M eee 218 

13. “ie rotecting in streams; Pech of pumas 
y under statute. Weller v. Snover (N.J.S .C.) 55 

14, —Game laws of Massachusetts does not apply to ‘sale 

me killed in another State. Comm. v. Hall (Mass, 


8. RR ee pe PES ees et 243 
15.—Illinois Constitution ; signing of bill by executive after 

adjournment of Legislature. Town of Seven Hickory 

ee | AS Serre eer ere 
16.—Insolvent law, State, enacted while bankrupt law in 

force; effect of repeal of bankrupt law. dwin v. 

EE CF Os Tb idles vnitin ne: concsensctsnecshadslsdadses 37 








18.—Judge sitting in review of own decision, effect a - 
to give new trial. Duryea v. Tra: fpcom (N. Y. App.).. 254 


19.—Ordinance inst “ drummers, “for aoe: w 
void as to. omas v. Hot Springs (Ark. 8. 
20.—Ordinance prohibiting renting houses 8 prosiuié, © 
invalid. iken v. Weatherford (Tex. ¢ seceeseeee SOB 
21.—Pilot laws. Wilson v. McNamee (U.8. S.C. x i 168 
22.—Offense commenced in and consummated out of State. 
Green v. State (Ala. S. C.)....... 02. cece cceceee  cceeee 
23.—Statutory construction ; ay ¥. aid to railroad. 
Allen, Admr. v. Louisiana (U. 8 ee. tks . 217 


24.—Statutory construction ; State paeuee of limitations ; $ 
tax deed. Barrett v. Holmes (0.8.8. C.) 
25.—Statute giving prison officer power to extend time of 
punishment, void; — L& or for acts rape 
void law. Gross v. Rice (Me. S.C.) ..........0.c0e. eee 
26.—Taxation ; patent State oa ~4 on vendor of pat- 
ented articles es, not invalid. Webber v. Comm. (Va. 


ot —tecation of "gross ‘receipts ‘of of express companies. 

State v. U.S. & C, Ex. Co. (N. H. 8. C.)............0005 
28.—Wager; time presidential fot ang 

Hunter (Ky. Ap) pp.) vécbdss ad ehepeseendaebel seuheianeee 337 

See Animals; Assignment ; Criminal Law; Maritime 
Law; Municipal pal Corporations ; Riparian Rights ; 
Statutory Construction ; Taxation. 


CONTEMPT. Advice of counsel, how far an excuse; 
process must be lawful to authorize or nae pro- 
cess improvidently issued lawful. inia ex 
rel. Mason v. Harper’s F. B. Co. (Ww. ie ) ee 159 

2.—Advertising for funds to carry on appeal. ‘Plating Co. 
v. Farquaharson (Eng. Ch. D.). 


CONTRACT. Agreement to furnish evidence for suit 
not necessarily illegal. Wellington v. Kelly (N. s. As .) 473 
2.—Construction of bond of indemnity; explanatio ci. 
cumstances ; conflict between written and. Pr inted 
parts: ratification by attorney. Clark v. Woodruff 
( BIDD 0.0 0:.00+ 02600508 Monee dhasen- Sanenenhemedal 
3.—Illegal; when money paid on popocengnee. Congress 
& E. Spring Co. v. Knowlton (U.S 8. C. 
4.—Illegal; money paid on. we | Sabo recovered back if 
no duress. Haynes v. Rud Gs Bs AOD Doc ccinsacnednat 114 
5.—Illegal; expenses in evading court process. Bierbauer 
v. Wirth (U.8.C.C., 
6.—Memorandum explaining, when part of; when not. 
Littlefield v. Combs (Me | RP Pees 
7.—Mutuality required to render valid; bond to conve 
land at a specified price. Gordon v. Darnell (Col. 


GE) xe an.c0s dos steneeensesidennedécyens ansanaeeees 
8.—Mutuality necessary ; custom; in absence of contract - 

not provable, Tilly v. ay A of Chicago (N. Y. App oss 
9.—Performance prevented by failure of other part 

en damages. patel of Chicago v. Tilley (U. s 


10.—Rescission of; w here arty Seeking relief weak minded; 
rule as to parties pari delicto does not apply. 
Davidson v. Carter dows 8. C.).. can ae 
—Rescission for fraud ; concealment of |marrig of 
* vendor of lands; failure to act promptly def ac- 
tion ; dealing wi th property after discovery ; removin; 
und of rescission pending suit. Schiffer v. Dietz (N 


12. tale daitvety. Austrian Case....... 0 ....cecsceeseees 503 
13.—Sale of personal property; “* about,” a word of esti- 
mate. McLay v. Perry ( ng. Cc. P. ‘D.) 
14. — per for guests; extras BAS by them ; non-in- 
yore host not an implied contract. Eaton v. 
Gay (Mich. 8. ©.) ...... cesescevesssecsssecccossces sees 
See Action; Banks and Banking ; Constitutional 
Law; Corporations ; Damages ; Infant ; Married 
Ww ee Office and Officer ; Statute of Frauds ; 
Sunda 
CONTRIBUTION. . See Suretyship. 
CONVERSION. See Real Estate ; Replevin. 


CONV EY ANCE. Fraudulent ; fraud upon creditors 
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insurance after loss; waiver on a Combs v. 
aN 


Shrewsbu ut. Fire Ins. Co. (N. J. Ch.) ieindenels tials penkcohe 98 
2.—Against fire by oe holding mechanic’s lien. Royal Ins. 

Co. v. Stinson (U. S$. $C). Ridth.) Res keahareens amecbnns 367 
3.—Alienation ; at 3 as to, and other insurance. 

Moulthrop v. Farmers’ Mut. Ins. Co. (Vt. 8S. C.).. vis} 


4.—Direction in 7’ to Pa to third party does not alter 
oe War ussex Co. Mut. Ins. Co. (N. *. 
5.—Evidence as to value; stipulation as to use of bam ye 
vacancy; notice of non-occupancy. Woodruff 
Imperial Fire Ins. Co. (N. Y. App.)... 2. .seseeeeseee 
6.—Condition limiting time of commencement of action. 
Barbee v. F. & M. Ins. Co. (W. Va. 8. C.) 
7.—Condition in policy against insurer ; A nw of prem- 
ises. Wakefield v. Orient Ins. Co. (w a. o.)... 318 
ood v. Middlesex a 


8. —Condition in; notice of loss. Lockw 
Mut. Ass.Co. (Conn. S. C.).......0. 12. sseeeeseseeeeees 
9.—Condition against other insurance; waiver by agent ; 
conditions as to petroleum, etc., and extra-hazardous 
articles. Ss eee v. Commonwealth Ins. Co. (U. 8. 


C.C., N. 

10.—“Grain in sacks" —unthreshed flax. Hewitt v. Water- 
town F. Ins. Co. (iowa S. C.). . 43 

11.—Mechanie’s lien an incumbrance within | meaning ‘of an 
peoarance P policy. Redmon v. Phoenix Fire Ins. Co. 
SLIT: ndatheth: 2x6. Aah ebiepheioetsanencieuseoney? 

12.—Vacant or “unoccupied dwelling; condition avoiding 
policy; different wo in = policy. Herrman v. 
Adriatic F. Ins. (N. Y. App.)... .. 42 

13.—Waiver of condition as to other insurance by act “of 
agent. Brandon v. St. P. & M. Ins. Co. (Minn. 8. C.) 317 

See Agency. 


INSURAN' E, LIFE. Assignment by insolvent hus- 
oO wi x" «cr far valid against creditors. Cole v. 
Marple am. $ 
2.—Accident Palley ‘icaits by drowning while in fit of ap- 
poplexy. Winspear v. Accident Ins. Co. (Eng. App.).. 79 
3. —Conflict of law; policy issued by Wisconsin « comp an, 
on life of person in Oregon, and there deliver 
Oregon contract; fraudulent obtaining money on void 
licy ; jurisdiction ; Federal court. — western 
ut. L. Ins. Co. v. Elliott (U. 8S. C. C., 418 
4.—Determination of policy for non-pay ns of | premium; 
unnoticed change of agent to receive payment. Sea- 
mans v. North W. Mut. Life Ins. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Sinn) 24 
5.—Evidence; declaration by beneficiary, contradicting 
warranties Fs a in application rniss v. Mut 
L. Ins. Co. ( SS a eS rie ae 
6.—Evidence; declarations of insured to contradict repre- 
sentations. Union Cent. L. Ins. Co. v. Cheever (Ohio 3 
7.—Equity will not relieve against forfeiture by non-pay- 
org of — Knickerbocker L. Ins. Co. v. Dietz 
( Tl sas 
a~eandieie ante destiiionnns travelling on seas; endow- 
ment policy; forfeiture of rights and premiums on sur- 
render of policy; notice, when not required; stipula- 
tions in receipt continuing policy; stipulations on 
back of ow part of it; promise to give consent on 
reasonable terms; equity will Pag + aw rotime 
5 pene Douglass v. ns. Co. (N. Y 
BMD cp 080 ccns sce snsssesss oe 
9.—Insanity no excuse for forfeiture; right to peid-s 
— . Wheeler v. Conn, Mut. +" it 


10. x .- teR company; “matured policy-holders preferred 
grotRess; endowment policies; da‘ mg aa ustment. 
or v. Attorney-General (N. Y. Ct. 
11. i at not sufficient to establish - in action to 
cancel; former adjudication; equitable action upon 
und of defense in action at law (U. 8.8. C.)........ 494 
2.— ae to sue on policy; interest; false answers in- 
by. agent in my Massachusetts , Mut. 
4 =. Oe V, PROMO CHIL. H. Ga). cccce cocccccccccccces 
See Confit of Law. 


INS RANCE, MARINE. False declarations of 
ue authorize rescission without payment of pre- 
olen. Rivaz v. Gerussi (Eng. App.) ........-.++++--+ 
2.—Conditions as to laying up of boat. Devens vy. Mech. 
, ee Oe aa eee 74 
3.—Custom of captain to insure, binds owners hy pre- 
mium. Adams v. Pittsburgh Ins. Co. (Penn. 8. C.)... 418 
4.—Negligence, bursting of boiler from. West. I. & P. Tel. 
Co. v. Home & C. M. Ins. Co, (Eng. App.)...........+++ 


IN A Ly goten “ee foreign judgment. Hop- oe 


= 
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INTEREST—Continued. pains. 


2.--Compound; allowable in action for are on pre- 
ae stock. Boardman v. Lake 8S. & M. 8S. Ry. Co. 
eB Beppe ray pat yh Ree 433 


3.—Compound, in absence of agreement not allowed; pay- 
ment under mistake. Daniell v. Sinclair pig Priv. na 4 
4.—Rate oy’ after peeepert Union Inst. for 


CT Ee errr re eee re ee ” 130 
IN TERNATION AL “LAW. Jurisdiction; toreig 
sovereign or State exempted from jurisdiction of the 
tribunals “3 this country. Strousberg v. Costa Rica 
_ (Eng. — i <utd<eisenes wang. Mebenieanetaaemineess 457 
i: Poe citizen in enemy’s eae ey) producing 
nited States v. Quigley (U. 8. S.C.) .......... 434 


JUDGMENT. As evidence of . in collateral ac- 
tion. Anderson v. Third Ave. R. io. (N. Y. C. P). 214 
2.—Foreign, no hea of cause of ae Eastern Town 
Bank v. Beebe (Vt. 8. C.).. 432 
3.—Of partition; not assailable for error, ‘in collateral pro- 
ceedings; adverse possession; color of title sufficient 


against State Claim. Hall v. Law @,. SB. O).... 116 
4.—For oe of entire demand, bar to action for remainder. 
Burritt v. Belfy (Conn. 8.C.)... 0 -.--2. 1 eee seeeeese 490 


5 _Binds parties acquiring title vendente lite; creditor ob- 
—s judgment in collateral action. Stout v. Lye (U. 
) 


See Attorney ; Interest ; Practice; Title. 


JURISDICTION. Act of 1875 does not alter limit of 
amount. Whitsitt v. Un. Dep. & R. R. Co. (U.S. 8. C.) 136 
2.—In admiralty in suits for negligence under State stat- 
utes; statutes of Oregon. olmes v. Oregon & C. R. 
ey 87 Foy are an ee 
3.—Federal qeeniee: ‘when this court can look beyond. 
McLaughlin v. Fowler (U. 8. S.C. 
4.—Of United States Supreme Court; share of land sought 
o yy — less than $5, 000. McCarthy v. Provost = 
5. #130, in favor of foreign corporation, the court 
will oy Ae ground of decision of court be! et 9 
yoo he 8. Cable Co. v. Dominion Tel. Co. (N. Y. 
6.—National banks; Federal Circuit Courts have original 
ry of suits by. Wilson County v. Third Nat. 
“i © XS + pe Ace en ere eee 397 
See Elections; Garnishment; Infant; International 
Law; Mandam us; Maritime Law; Municipal Cor- 
poration; National Banks ; Removal of Cause. 


JUROR. Competency not affected by opinion from 
pees newspapers. a ex ~ Phelps v. Court of 
baad and Terminer (N.Y. ApM.)..-..255-0 cececscdeces 174 
2. - ection to competency Bn aid if objection known 
Hy "O. raised at trial. State of Maine v. Bowden -. 
EE, FeO ORE Et ee RRL 


See Criminal Law. 


LABORER. See Lien. 

LANDLORD AND TENANT. Forfeiture; waiver 
of, by demanding rent; heir not liable for cov énant of 
ancestor. Camp v. Seott (Conn. BEM .cs nid, sedesences 454 


LARCENY. See Criminal Law. 
LEASE. Renewal of, what constitutes. Insurance & 
L. Bldg. Co. v. Nat Bank (Mo. S. C.)............-20+ oe 76 
Covenant, 
LEVY. Upon leasehold and ponderous machinery; 
actual possession need not be a ened v. ae 
(U. 8. C. C., Tenn.).. eaa petd ae niien. Ce 
‘See Sheri iff. 
LIBEL. See Criminal Law; Slander and Libel. 
LICENSE. See Statutory Construction. 
LIEN. Of artisan for repairs to different articles. Hen- 
a area errr 
lo. chattels to be acquired. Wright v. Bircher’s Ex’r. 
fq sales ey ete Tee = 5 
.—Equitable; venders; upon sale of real p yon 
— Coos Bay Wagon Co. v. Crocker (USC 
D ctehwnse 05s 6cbtkbeee ei 16 SeGhenen Aeeeeehewnne be 
4.—Of labor assignable. Murphy v. Adams (Me, 8. C.).... 239 
See Attorney ; Banks anc nking ; Maritime Law; 
Mechanics’ Lien. 


LIMITATIONS. See Statute of Limitations. 
LOST PROPER Reward offered; finder has 


lien on ; refusal to deliver to claimant not ‘known to be 
owner not conversion. Wood v. Pierson (Mich. 8. C.). 416 
2.—Right of finder as against all but owner. Hamaker v. 
po SS Oo eee ae ae 
LUNATIC. Not chargeable with laches ; statute of 
limitations. Dodge v. Cole (T].S.C)......  ...... 
2. oe of contract by. Halley v. Troester (Mo. 8. 
) 


What 
a Oy ee 
( Pp ee 





MALICIOUS PROSECUTION—Continued. pacz. 
2,— Advice by attorney interested in action does not protect 
ass against the charge of malice. White v. Carr (Me. 


MANDAMUS. District of Columbia Supreme Court 
may issue to Secretary of Interior to compel issue of 
atent for lands; aon it willissue. U.S. ex rel. Mc- 
ride v. Schurz (U.S. 8.C.) . 36, 104 
2.—Cannot be used in place ‘of writ of error; . jurisdiction; 
under statute relating to district of Iowa, Ex parte 
Des Moines & M. R. R. Co. (U.S. 8. C.).. 
3.—Decision of inferior court within jurisdiction n not ot review- 
able by. Ex parte ——«. (U. 8.8. C.) . 


MARITIME LAW. ney of master of vessel for 
po fcargo. Atlantic Mut. Ins. Co. v. Huth (Eng. 
2.— =Aithority of owner to bind owners for supplies in 
home wen Vv. Peters (Me. S. C.).............+4- 399 
2.—Constltutional law; Federal control of commerce on 
nigh seas poavenn ports in same State. Lord v. Good- 
RIA R SS Yee rey ray 
4.— Liability and duty of of ‘pilot; a admiralty jurisdiction. 
Sideracadi v. Mapes (U ,N. 
5.—Practice; admiralty on n agoesl ‘new rules established. 
Marshall v. Adriatic “wd 
6.—Petition for limiting 1 may in es “of collision’ may 
be ter trial ; lish and American rules 
N. Y. & Western Steamship Co. v. Mount (U. 8.8. c. i) 195 
{.—Pilotage, compulsory ; when yw applies. Gui- 
terman v. Liverpool, N. Y., & P. Co. (Ne . App ).. 
8.—Sale of vessel by foreign etd t court disc’ 
lien; lien holder entitled to share in surplus. 
Drombem Gl. G.. Oh. ©. MeeBicscccs. <rce<cssccgsnsacaass 
9.—Seaman presumed to hire for trip; duty of boat to 
care for injured seaman. Longstreet v. Springer (U. 
| Rr ae ee 
10.—Seaman injured or sick without fault, entitled to be 
cared for on vessel. Peterson v. The Chandos WU. - 
Ts ©, GRID o.0.5.0:3:0:0 cnedncnsasttrs  aeerneancehebenn 196 
See Garnishment. 
Miebion nc Brokage contract illegal (Austrian de- 
Sra nuess 6500.0 iavegss ~onenae ohgredgabie Sipheensiemal 
2.—Requisites of, when celebrated in Austria.......... .. 142 
3.—Unchastit; concealed not fraud vitiating. Varney v. 
Wee Greek, GA .) ons cientde is snshcde Cbapeaanaees 
4.—Settlement; validity of, against creditors. Prewitv. 
Wilson (U. ’S.8. TEP scdevos. gene Lanecnnkniaceee Daanaiees 
5.—Divorce: ¥ 3 of laws; what law goveens. Harvie 
GT. DRED GID, 6.08 onssces. -st0ni5e soceoeeens. > slwaenee 
Bee Confit 0 i) Law; “Married Woman: “Naturatiza- 


MA Contract, not liabh ; 
Sy , yt yy S.. Barner’ v.. Gregson (Eng. 





App ) 
2,—Estoppel, when will avail against. ‘Mason v. Jordon 
Th A Dccacncnxi cans 4nd olen 06, « kpenaeubiabeniaeanele 519 
3.—Acknowledgment; character of —s necessary to 
impeach; impeachment of deed by, for fraud “sé 
ar a ee N. W. Mut. L. Ins. Co. v. Nelson (U 
4.—Lands conveyed for separate “use before 1848; effect of 
enabling statutes; may sue to recover possession from 
husban wrongfully ousting her: sa he Ps Oe ans 
wrongfully im possession . 
5.—Wife may enjoy estate deeded to husband and ~— 


6.—Witl By, Ts, ts ie CM) 00:02.00600005.aesnsaneand 21 
.—Will before marriage; when outs, will enforce 
provisicas of. Lant’s Appeal Penn. 8S. C.).....0..0008 


See Criminal phe Mechanics’ Lien. 
MASTER AND SERV, Assault; action by 


servant against master ~4 ‘orced examination of 


person; consent. Latter v. ‘ Braddell (Eng. C. P. D.) Py 
2.—Co-servant; negligence; boss of gang of “4 co fellow- 
servant with men. Keystone Bridge Co ewberry 

Mie. ©... Gay: oo0 206 402560. 60. 0sccenseeeeiabeinie mers 399 
3.—Fellow-servant; fireman on locomotive and iiceraph 
operator ; time "of running trains chan; by tele- 
graph duty of mages to servant; judicial Shoties.. 

later v. Jewett (N. Y. App) .... . ..ccec-e cevcceceece 451 


4.—Fellow-servant ; yardmaster on railroad and train 
coupler. McCosker v. L. I. R. R. Co. (N, Y. App.).. 254 
5.—Course of employment; liability of master for wrong- 
ful act of servant toward third parties. Evans v. Da) 
ann MON TE. GD. ici: kéagene. 95)5 00s daghsend baaneakeaaie 
6.—Negligence; absence of guards on slide of ep aieces, OF 
re somnpeny liable. Popp v. North German Ice oe 
RF a PR ees 4 
7.—Negligence; duty of master to provide safe eas: © 
ery; derrick rupe; machinery liable to decay must be 
ae. Baker v. Allegheny Valley R. R. Co. (Penn. 
8.—Negligence of master; co-servant ; president of mining 
—- is not with miner; use of d ite in blast- 
ting. Smith v. Oxford Tron Co. (N. J. 8. C.), ...---..- 377 
ee of son, father not liable for ; acting for his 
urposes. Maddox v. Brown (Me.'8.(.).... .... 317 
10. _Tiavility of master for Ay eh to atoms , a 
dangerous structure left ding: So ae ‘Stages line 
railroad. Holdenv. Fitchburg R. 8.C.). 278 
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MASTER AND SERVANT—Continued. PAGE: 

11.—Master not liable for ST act of servant. 
Stevens v. Woodward (Eng. C. P 

Ki ty 1 struc- 

Miia ot: pay LIEN. Kings county law ; construe 


a Wy te before due under contract. 


Campbell (N BED as¥ddndee aiocieduestens 237 

woman's wf operty : where lien attaches. 
~Blenstein v. Jamison (Penn. 8. C.)............ 0 ..s.ee- 163 

See Insurance, Fire. 
MERCANTILE AGENCY. See Fraud. 

MERGE When equity will not allow. Goodwin v. 

AU ME "¢.tner. Gitcaheshedisnes addctee cuts 496 
See Judgment. 


MILITARY LAW, National guardsman not amenable 
= when not oomany engaged in 
2 “duties. eople ex rel. Spahn v. Townsend 


MINING. See Damages; Partnership. 


MISTAKE. Note, alteration of, ent in ignorance 
niet | ad Fraker v. Liktio dane. & G.)..<<. 297 


MOBTGAGE. Assumption of, by grantee taking deed 
as secu evidence ; privil communication to 
attorney waive no litigat on. oot v. Wright (N. Y. 

cou wiah eons 254 


Pp.) 

2.—C Atel, on stock of merchandise ke ae for sale, valid; 
certainty commees in description of debt. Clark v. 
Hyman (Iowa 8S 

3.—Chattel; for antecedent debt valid against creditor: re- 

newal by new mortgage; delivery without lev ~ 

= _— not avoid lien. Walker v. Henry (} 

a tbGGS A COCERGSEREEG 06465 000s.006000seseeses : 412 

4.—C vitel ; tender after debt part due must be unc ‘ondi- 
tional and —_ good to release. Tompkins v. Batie 
ee ee ee ee 2 wid 

5.—Evidence required to show a a7 deed of mortgage. 
Tilden v. Streeter (Mich. 8. a) vo 
t mare covers ~~ 


le Kellogg” v. * Lovely 
ay + & | eer ree 
7.—To National bank to secure subsequent! accruing in- 
—— Nat. Bank of Genesee v. Whitney (U. S. 
eens bensbebhees 96. sbbbdabd. Kocb50-dneteciucssccses 355 
8.—To secure severally notes due at different times ; de- 
fault in payment. Pierce v. Shaw (Wis. 8. C.) 378 
See A nment ; Corporations ; ( Pbk A AF ‘Law: 
Foreclosure ; Negotiable Instrume nts; Usury. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. | Animals, li- 
nsing exhibition of, in = liability for injury by. 
Selev. Newburyport (Mass. 8. C.) ......... .. 
2.—Animals Moonee to exhibit, liability for; frightening 
of horses Cole v. Newburypo rt (Mass. 8. C.).. 278 
3.—Town m ing famm liable’ f for injury from Vicious 
oe owned by it. Moulton v. Scarborough (Me. 8. 
4.—D; ; not liable for injury by cow permitted to 
run in streets. Rivers v. Augusta (Ga. 8. C.) 17 
5.—Bonds, town, under Laws of 1866, ch. 398 ; atiidavit ‘of 
assessor as to consent of tax payers, not conclusive in 
favor of ae fide holder. Cagwin v. Town of Han- 
cock (N. p.). 3 
6.—Bonds ; | E ulent issue of; ante-dating so as to give 
apparent validity ; recove from city 0 ead §" 
as mistake. City of Louisiana v. Wood 16 
7.—Statutory construction, municipal oat & when dhe 
issue of, Copaetjocemacnes though <u oY, por. 
Wadsworth v. Supervisors (U. 8 : ; 
8.—Bonds ; jurisdiction ; “State statute A IA Caiidicy 
to be determined by a — when valid. Ouachita 


County v. Wolcott (U. 8.5. C.) .............00-..... 475 
9.—Bonds: construction of statute authorizing aid to 
railroads. Chicot Co. v. Lewis (U. 8.8. C.).. 374 


10.—Bonds; validity of statute curing irregularities — in 
issue; when decision of State court not art, « on 
Federal court. Town of Thompson v. Perrine (U. 5. 8 Pe 
Danna ded a heeled, hae teh caeaedes eaneundis. © Us) 
11.—Bonds issued without authority of law void in e- 
cent holder's hands. Ogden v. Daviess Co. (U.S. 8. C.) 256 
12.—Bonds ; interest coupons; promissory ncves; ‘perform- 
ance of duties of town commissioners by a part of 
them. First Nat. Bank of Mount Tabor v. Mount 
Pe MER anadhccacctcne. seesscqatenss «+ cesene 118 
13.—County, precinct in, is not suable for bonds issued for 
county in which it i * Mw: county liable. Blair v. West 
Point inct (U C., Neb. 
14.—County seat; not ethy for negligence. Woods vy. 
Colfax Co. (Neb. 8. C.) 
b. “aaa ak — # _ domain ; ein of 
ie of street ry of property ; rem y ohn- 
son v. Parkersburg ( Ww: Va. zg hm) hahha ecéhedaakaes dint 158 
16. Po l, not admissible to va PRY on 
ce. Keating v. Skiles ( aah 
17. “Defect in in bo ety fae , boy Lounms on sled not. eas 
18. ~~ nee in pee et DL sewer ; ey, for injury 
“k igence in sewerage. Winn v. Rutland (Vt.8.C.) 9% 
19.— hegtigence ; contractor; repair of street; due dili- 
ce. Mayor of Baltimore y. O’Donnell (Ma. 8.C.). 
20."Negligent construction, liable for, of street | 
private property. Smith v. Alexandria (Va App.)... 436 


= 








MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS—Continued. 
21.—Negligence; liable for injury from fright to horse by 
object left in highway mee such other - town 
not joint tort-feasors. nnett v. Fiffield (R. 1.8. C.) 
— Sr private way, not liable for Snndiiion. if 
by public. Goodwin y. Des Moines. (lowa 8. C.) 
23.—Negligence; duty as to rds to swing bridges. 
Gavin v. Chicago (Ill. 8. C.).. 
24.—Negligence; injury to convict in penitentiary . ‘Ala- 
mango v. Supervisors (N. Y.S C.) 
25.—Negligence; not liable for; in performance of public 
duty in absence of statute ; inanagement of drawbridge. | 
French v. Boston (Mass. 8. 
26.—Negligence, contributory; ch as to; claim none ty 
city of Troy; variance. inick v. Troy ‘. Y. App.).. 
27.—Negligence of railroad company authorized to con- 
struct tunnel in streets; a liable for injury to house. 
Fink v St. Louis (Mo. 8. 
28.—Liable for money taken - it under invalid assess- 
ment and applied to pay bonds issued to =—~ 
such assessment. Horn ¥. New Lots (N. Y. App.) 
—Negotiable securities of, when — to equities ‘in 
ont ide holder’s hands. ‘Wall v. Monroe Co. (U 
30.—Riparian rights; when liable for injury by surface 
water; interference with natural stream. oonan v. 
EE is, GD Na 6.65000 ss csncceses « s. eanesese 
31.—Power to regulare business not’ power to tax; limit of 
Come We 8 regulate. Miilenbrinck v. Long Branch 
Com'rs ( Cc. 
—Ultra vires; iiability as 
* $t. L. Gas. & C. Co. (Ti 
See Constitutional Law ; ‘ wookivorar’ : ; Highway ; Tveg- 
ligence ; Receiver. 


MURDER. See Criminal Law. 


Insolvent, liability for defic- 
8S. ex rel. Citizens’ Nat. 


NATIONAL BANKS. 
iency of stockholders of. U. 
Es SS ¢ 4 ) err 
—Jurisdiction of State courts as to. Merchants and 
Planters’ Nat. Bank v. Masonic Hall (Ga. 8. C.) 


PAGE, 


436 
76 


175 


3. “enon suits by. St. Louis Nat. Bank v. Allen - 
4 


(U. i MLR ts. einen Welparaocesachasesaeace 
1.—Purchase by, of its own shares. Johnston. v. Laflin 
(U Wemar ie ais. esce: naes aiecsostinck ig cen 
5, Toate. unequal. German Nat. Bank v. Kimball 
( 5 ) 
6.—Taxation of shares ; unequal taxation. First Nat. 
Bank of Utica v. Waters (U i eS & & am 


7.—Usurious interest paid to, AS be set off ina suit on 
the note. National Bank of ~— ette Co. v. — 
(Penn, 8. C.). 
See Jurisdiction ; : “Mortgage. 


NATIONAL GUARD. See Military Law. 
NATURALIZATION. Marriage of alien woman to 


citizen naturalizes her. 
C., Or.) 
NEGLIGENCE, Act of God; 


— v Birmingham Canal Nav. 


ueniduns: rainfall, 
P. Co. (Eng. Q. B. 


2 Banke paying ‘forged checks must’ bear loss duty of 
depositor as to examination of account. “Frank v. 
Chemical Nat. Bank (N. Y. App.) . @ 

3.—Burden of proof as to. Federal St. & P. V. Ry. “Go. 
A. £. & & 5 See eee 

4.—City ordinance; violation of, not ne; ligence per se. 
Kumpfle v. Knickerbocker Ice Co. (N NYA 

5.—Comparative; child aslee = — oa “Meeks 
v. Sou. Pac. R. R. Co. (Cal. 

6.—Contributory; want of, —te = established ‘affirma-_ 
tively. Riceman v. Havemeyer °° 3 ear 

7.—Contributory ; cows killed by train on unfenced aus § 
road; contributory negligence me defense. Meade v. 
Burlington & L. R. Co. (Vt. 8. C. 

8.—Contributory, of parents a ‘minor child ; municipal 
corporation; duty as to een to swing bridges. 
Gavin v. City of hicago (Il 
9.—Contributory ; riding on front platform of street car 


- amt se. Germantown Pass. Ry. Co. v. Walling 
SN MES i cas acakcsesceceks Baabassbehend tedcetietasek 
10.—Fire set by locomotive on highway. Powell v. — 


TIRE ac 56. Oksd mua dirss. cngcaaeddebecadicd ese 
11.—By Baitebro owner in not removing sand in ditch ; act 2 
God; injury done yA ——- Pane not. Chidester 

v. Consolidated P. 8. Cc 
12.—Municipal ordinance; neg _ ‘of lot-owner to remove 
snow from sidewalk ; non-liability of lot- «ae Taylor 
. emerra Sou R. R, Co. (Mich. 8. \ =e 
—Defective wall; injury to Aol stoppi n street 
app) fall of defective wall. Murray vy. ig pon - 


” Second Parish 
15.—In action for death by, dam ‘must Pe, alleged and 
shown. -C icago, . &8t. P. Ry. Co. (Wis. 


mental anxiety not element of, in action 


Leonard v. Grant Lage 8. C. 
. 815 


58 


312 


396 


16. cc 
for ner aS injury to yey. Wyman v. Leavitt ans 








| 
| 
| 
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NEGLIGENCE—Continued. PAGE. 


17.—Driving on highw. i ie qvitenee 3 reputation of driver. 


unham v. Rackli .C. . ntaceasmartans ck ta eemetiaal 356 


18,—Homicide, action fers yA 5-7 upon. Daly v. Stod- 
ard (Ga. S.C WU 5 4dcsdisenns: Adabashisuetdaaesmarveneeenan 

19.—Proximate and remote cause; horse killed on unin- 
closed railroad track. Washington v. Balt, & O. R. R. 
EO OR FP ere 

20, eee to young child on cars without right; - imputed 
negligence ; inevitable accident. Atchinson & Neb. 
R. R. Co. v. Flinn (Kans. 8. C.) eres 

21.—Several liability for am. “Covington “Transfer 


© Co. 'V¥. Baemy (Gllo GB. O.). - 200. 2c0csccceccscccsccss ‘ 


22.—Both oe oe ow offset ; animals killed by rail- 
road. Kansas C . & GR. RB. Co.v. Me enry 
| Ait eee rr a nee iN 
23.—Liability of owner of remises for injury to one on 
TT invitation ; injury to one attending church, 
avis v. Cent. Cong. Chureh (Mass. S. C. 
24.—Under common law or civil a no liability “for negli- 


ont death; ‘— under admiralty law there is. The 
arland (U. 5S. C., Mich.).....c..0-- soe -- seescoes 51 


25.—When question of Irony for jury. Payne v. Troy & B. 
A. ON RN errr ae ee ee 

26.—For whose benefit requirement of ringing bell on loco- 

motive ; —_ of railroad company * to one walking 


194 


on track. v. Hannibal & St. J. R. R. Co. (Mo. 8. C.) 498 


27.—Railroad company in not maintaining watchman at 
level crossing. Clark v, Midland Ry. Co, (Eng. Ex. D.) 

28.—By railway company in a street crossing 
in safe condition; contributory negligence of driver 
of vehicle in which injured person rides oy <ACa 
negligence of third party. Masterson v. N. Y. C. 


72 


ee ee Oe eee eee 235 
29.—Respondeat superior, Ny employing team and driver. 200 


Ames v. Jordan (Me. S.C.) ............ecereeneserees-s 
80.—Respondeat superior; school officers not liable for 
negligence of workmen Hata 1 a them upon school 
building. Donovan v. McAlpin (N. PO Oren 
81.—Respondeat superior; boned of education of New 
York city not liable to school pupil for injury by neg- 
ligence of workman on school-house. Donovan y. Board 


ee EO err a 45: 


P 
32.—Serv ant not liable to - 9 hoe yant for. Osborne v. Mor- 
EE eee rere Pee 
33. Soveliers on highway; what care and prudence 
must exercise. Reynolds v. Burlington (Vt. 8. C.)..... 
See Action ; Carrier of Goods; Carrier of Passengers ; 
Damages ; Insurance, Marine; Master and Servait ; 
Munic ipal Corporations ; Plead ENT 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUM S. _Attorney’s 
fee, provision for, on tatlt note. Johnston v. 
Speer (Penn. 8, C) dn dake eitenbiians ellie wisi ebe‘e .eedemnae tained 
2.—Attorney’s fees; stipulation in note for. First Nat. 
Bank of New Windsor v. Bynum (N. C.S. C.).. 
3.—Bill of exchange; acceptance ; English and “Beotch * 
ees statute of frauds. Steele v. McKinlay (H. of 


) 

4.—Bill of exchange; acceptance ; guy of oe, = - 
ee Nat. Bank v. Nat. Bank (U. 8. C ges 
5.—Bond, stolen; liability of obligee to ow ner for CAE 
coupons ; payment inkley v. Union Pacific R. R. 
ED 0k cncal an. odSG aks aed 66eamemeriolease 
6.—Bonds, cibenh bona fide purchasers; past due cou- 
ns of bonds not evidence of — Indiana & 

ll. C. Ry. Co. v. Sprague (U. S.8.C.)........ .. 
7.—Check, what diligence sw. in presentation. 


452 


183 


35 


Braun v. Kimberlin  . e € e eee 338 


8.—Coupons, detached interest ; promissory note. First 
Nat. Bank of Mt. Tabor v. Mt. Tabor (¥s. &.C.).... 

9.— Equities available against transferee taking guaranty 
from payee. Omaha Nat. Bank v. Walker (U.S. C. 


C., Neb. 
10, —Deposit of amount due in bank where note vo a 
50 


discharges maker. Lazier v. Horan (lowaS. 
11.—Indorsement ; indorser of note on demand entitled to 
notice of dishonor. Sawyer v. Brownell (R. 1.8. C.) . 
12.—Indorsement ; when indorser after maturity not liable. 
Shelby v. Judd PUR EN oié.. wecces avec as hgonesGues 
13.—Indorsement ; when holders cannot recover from ac- 
ree ’indorser. Callahan v. First Nat. ~~ 
SS MIN oo cn cade dain vibe. cont Peed Raa 1 
14. Re extension of time of ———- upon 
usurious consideration, discharges. amilton v. 


99 
Vw 


CO ME Ds sxsstoncedsanand bea) eh daepbsasccne 118 


15.—Mortgage by indorser of note to secure it ; when pro- 
test and notice to indorser not necessary ; ; Waiver by 


indorser. Cardwell y. Allen (Va. 8. C,)....... ....-... 158 


16.—Promissory woah ; indorsement ; payment. Bishop v. 
pS A a reer ee ee 
17.—Promissory oaks; accommodation maker liable on 
note diverted from its agreed use. Dunn v. Weston 


I SE ihn ikkkeacceecmwaehss plube bees ented ones 379 


18.—Promissory pete; indorsement after maturity. Braun 
v. Hall (Va. 8. C. } an6sqcuaausaie Gua be seus naate 

19. .—Promissory ye executed in England can be sued 
upon in Austria as a billof exchange (Imp. App. Ct., 
MII. «n+ sisen 3400 Sib ges (ond saepeenesadenesietatens 


20. —Promissory note ; stipulation to hive attorney’s fee, il- po 


“ <— Dow v. Updike (lowa * SS ‘ 
—Promissory note ; payment ; title ; one in a 
may sue. _ Manutacturers’ Nat. Bank v. Senos 

( 





NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS—Cont'd. paax. 

22.—Note; notice of dishonor through post; custom of 
bank. Bank v. Wallace (South Car. 58. C.). 

23.—Promissory note; recitals in ; omission of negotiable 


words ; decisions ‘of State courts on comme law; 
bona fide holder. Bank of Sherman vy. Apperson (U. 
a ae pe 85 


24. 24,—Promissory note, what is; wees ‘0 bonds. Wilson 
Co. v. Third Nat; Bank (U. 8. 8.C).....-. -..- oer 
See Alteration ; ‘aundeipeat » , REN 

NEWSPAPER. See Criminal Law. 

NON-RESIDENT. See Attachment; Practice. 

ate. Sc) CE. Burial ground not. Monk v. Packard 
i MOREE + saas006 

2—Iennation on private land near highway ‘when per se, 

a Ve Society for Establishing Useful Manufactures 

o~tiskamie te sidewalk ; fruit stand. State v. Bur- 
Se 8 OF & RR error 

4.—One not injured by, may not aba Bowden 
(R. 1. 8. C.).. 











See Injunction. 


OFFICE AND QF FICER. wm of judicial officer 
de facto valid. oodside v. Wagg (Me 8. C.).. 239 
2.—Bribery; offer by candidate to perform duties of office 
for less than Yat fees. State ex rel. seeptiiponays v. 
Collier (N. Y. 8. ée 
Army ones B power of executive to remove. 





374 

4. _Employment by State not an otice: State law impair- 
ing contract. all v. State (U.S.8.C.).... | ...... 4 

5.—Officer de facto; acts of, valid: “that officer de jure 
does not oust ; nosurrender. McCraw v. Williams (Va. 


8. C.) 
6.—Officer de facto, acts of, are binding; officer appointed 
under unconstitutional statute. In re Ah Lee (U.U. 

TO. ED ocdinndannngasevigos tisesaedens ances Sedawaiion 517 
7.—Officer of public corporation acting under innocent 
mistake ; when not liable. Humphrey v. Jones (Mo. 
BD, BD Sise oo. 06-03 <ocdntes xeednenadeg stag. sdbeatey eae 
8. —Resignation, unacce} ted, invalid. Edwards v. U.8. 
ex rel. Thompson ( 8. C. . 39 
See Corporations ; y RANE "Removal of “Cause.” 
ORDINANCE. See Constitutional Law; Municipal 
Corporations ; Negligence. 


PARENT AND CHILD. Custody of child; father 
-_ pent medical attendance. Heinman’s Appeal 
(Penn Ditiguoieestec epesnse: Dascaeeesseies aie 

.- and step-son; in loco parentis. Gerdes v. 
Wee GUNN OR, SO sis .n cas scnnces, o.ssenk aa teeeee 1 

8.—Duty of maintenance of insane child. ‘(Austrian Case) 143 

PARTNERSHIP. Agent of firm, acceptance of draft 
by, when partnership ends; power of partner after 
dissolution ; communaes of draftafter dissolution, Bank 


of Montreal v. kD rae ers 19 
2.—Agreement with owner to work land on shares is. 
Baynetia +. Peck (eh. GBC.) . os: 10.ccccccscpeedscraaes’ 475 


3.—Business continued under will of deceased partner; 
when estate of deceased and shares in pee not liable 
for debts of firm. Jones v. Walker (U. 8. S.C.) ...... 276 
—Execution against individual partner not Toviabie on 
pastors property; replevin. Hutchinson v. Dubois 
GE We Gick cad reat posdande. abl bade seemed komad 316 
. —Fictitious, poe forbidding; use of wife’s name; action, 
successive on different items of account. Zimmerman 
eT AR RR ae re rae 
a ——: priority of claims. Davis v. 
Howell a 
.—Mining firm ; + of interest by porters oe not dis- 
solve firm. Kahn v. Central 3. Co. (U. 8. 8. C. 1 
.—Right c+ = mat yes to sue copartner before final account- 
ing. Edwards v. wey) Ws Wed ssnisduence sce 378 
Set-off. 
PARTITION. Devise of land with authority to exec- 
utor to lease andsell for purpose of division vests no 
title in Ls ans he construction of will. Morse v. 
pee ee Se Or oe ae eee 473 
2.--Infant parties ; when summons need not be served on 
non-residents cppeerse ice without service sufficient. 
Gotendorf v, Gol sel (N. (N. =. leaant . 114 


PASSENGER. See pit ro ’ Passengers. 
PA NT. uivalent contrivance of different form, 
ya, Wilt v. Grier (U. 8. C. C., Del.)........ 
a by creditor's bill. Murray v. Ager (S. 


— 


oO 


oO 


~ 


wo 


3.—For process aliowable ; what necessary to sustain ; nev j new 
us ot hey subsequent invention. Tilg 


Pe A. ao sale of; after-acquired title. ' Foulks v. 
Katies Gy. B.D. Gig Me Wisner --nsscaneias «dapsaeastdcds 
PAYMENT. Peer soounsing 4 deal with money 


debtor. Goschie v. Brock (Vt. 8. C.)...... 
2.—When stranger pays. debt he becomes purchaser. 
Bace's Agpes OS (Penn. 8. C.) Séoe ousy oi ae 
See Accord and ‘Satisfaction. 
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PERSONAL PROPERTY. 

PHOTOGRAPHS. See Evidence. 

. PILOTAGE. See Constitutional Law; Maritime Law. 
h ith 

POLICE, Dieten. baby vie (Ws). 


PLEAD 
ao U.8.v. A 


See Sale; Will. PAGE 


G. What bill to set My if de Judgment or patent - 


2.—Negit nenre 5 of BL in action for. 
Smith Trip DT ME iinedhnes, ¢206066006cenesoeee 436 


Criminal Law. 


Pho sel Wi oe ou in action gives ht to sue but not 

Propert; edged ~ he > oo ag ae Yinble p= 

— ‘or spec: ent not le for 

quaseel’ tadchted btedness ; Ranker's ten: ym oe de- 

Goretions as to title, Duncan v. Brennan (N.Y . App. ) 
See Executor. 

PRACTICE. Action at law upon mortgage after fore- 

josure began ; leave be pts by order nunc pro 

a * bar to action. icKernan v. Frazier (N. Y. 

2.—Ih admiral ty; ne new rule in limited liabitity proceed sedings. 
Steamship Benefactor v. Mount (U.S. 

3.—Affidavit, what to procure ar. of publication must 

show. Carleton v. Carleton (N. Y. App. 

4.—Ap does not lie from refusal of order of arrest. 


gran 
e—Appeal;. faiuee. to A fee-bond Vis 
—Ap' ure le fee-bond upon appeal in 
e ms) does not defeat appeal. ii pa ne 
7.—On conedl to General Term ; new trial on scsiissn 
fact; negotiable instrument ; holder for value ; ac- 
commodation note. Goodwin’ y. Conklin (N. Y. Ap » 
8.—Attachment eo non-resident defendant for dis- 


of pro: y ; must be his own property. Ger- 
eae. Dash (N. Y. 8. C.).. 2: 


k of ° 

9,—Effect of ——— of leadings after trial ‘upon 

waiver of jury tri Basaberger ¥. Terry (U.S. 8. C.) 
10.—Bill of caltticianes court may require, in action not 

on money demand from defendant ; of defense in 

action upon insurance _ policies ; affidavit. Dwight v. 

Germania vty Ins. Co. (N. Y. App. 
11. Code, § 42 N.Y app) order nunc protunc. Bergen v. 

Wycko 


12.—Code, § A aid Sipe Court Rule 32." “Gormerly . 
) P 


McGlynn (N. Y Pp 
ts; extra allowance not permitted “when amount 
of claim indefinite. Weaver v. Ely (N. Y. App.).. 
14.—Discontivuance ; when counter-claim inte “not 
allowed to enable a re-arrest of defendant. 
v. Berdell (N. Y. ©. P. 
15.—Divorce ; ASN of = ch. 321, 
Code, § 1761. Peck v. Peck (N. Y cP. 
16.—Enlargement of time 
Pattison v. O’Connor iN. ¥ 
17.— Exceptions to ruling By - oe ‘in “case; ‘stipula- 
tions at trial. Briggs y. Waldron (N. Y. App.) 
18.—Imprisoned debtors ; discharge of partner imprisoned 
i firm ls burden of proof. Matter of Benson 
( abecdspetedbehs<cidemietecdete o6 saeceeues 
19, BA 8 against officer of co rey will not be 
issued on petition without action ; 
3333. Manneck Mfg. Co. v. hes 
20.—Judgment by default cannot be reviowed on mo- 
tion. Banardvy Sherwood (N. Y.A pp. 
21.--Judgment; entry of, Dera after death of party 
where cause submitted before, by order nune pro 
tune. Mitchell v. Overman (U. 8. 8. C. 
22.—Insertion of interest in judgment at taxation of 
costs; must be reviewed by motion to correct. Leon- 
ard v. Columbia 8. Nav. Co. (N. Y. A 


; construction of stipulation.» 


v. Delaware (N. 


ivermore 
6 


155 


453 


. 215 


176 


136 


412 


216 


pp. 
23.—Order refusing to amend records state. Davis, pros., 
-8.C). 37 


24.—Order by court ‘staying proceedings on its - 
— not a Granger Vv. Craig oe. 


> Se vases: ‘in Court of Appeals. 
Wing (N. App. 
.—Service on owrrestdeni infant. 


_ = DM sti ehets sthdesatas deaiausnsnnnde 510 


29, weie of AA. at form prescribed, ‘aus here 
to ay ve jurisdiction to this court. Bondurant v. ve 
son ( : 
See pA ‘ Conflict ‘of ‘Law; ¢ * Maritime Law. 
PRIVILEGED COM NICATIONS. _Letters 
written by solicitor for c lent not. Keg. v. Downer 
(Eng. Cr. Cas. Res 


‘See — and Libel; Evidence. 
PR BA TE L Grant of letters of administra- 
tion not BLAW.< collaterally ; second grant on 
come tate void. Holmes v. Oregon & Cal. R. R. 


- 138 


(U.8 MAA nid Ronsleehhhe ths sae Vennstibnhseeenseees 495 
See . 





PAGE. 

PROCESS. Levy under attachment of personal 
property ; conflict of law; peagees from ” - 1 ee , 
State courts. Adler v. Roth (U.S.C. C., Ark.)...... 517 

PROMISSORY NOTE. See eoailns yo 

Instruments. 
PROTEST. See Negotiable Instruments. 
PR SIMATE AND REMOTE CAUSE. See 
egligence 

PUBLIC LANDS, See Mandamus. 

PUBLIC MONEY. One buying staves from gov orn 
ment on credit, not accountable as for. U. 8. gy 
Goldback (U. 8. C.). 


RAILROADS. See Carrier of Passengers ; Corpora 
tions; Franchise; Injunction ; Municipal Corpora- 
tions ; Negligence; Receiver; Taxation. 

RAPE, See Criminal Law; Evidence. 

REAL ESTATE. Conversion to pomensity by sev- 
erance. Lewisv. Rosler (W. Va. 5. C.)............+- 

See Fixtures. 


RECORDING LAW. Privity between mortga- 
e- Nat'l Bank of Genesee vy. Whitney (0.8 


159 


Tet purchaser, who {is not. ae 
3.—Creditor must have a tom to avoid unrecorded 
deed. Crawford v. Logan (Il 
4.—Marring of index record will not offset title of inno- 
cent purchaser. Dodd v. Doty (Ill. 
RECEIVER: Cannot ratify act to — wrejudice of 
his trust; retaining checks claimed to effect transfer 
of credit. Van Dyck v. McQuade (N. Y. App.) ...... 4 
2.—Of insolvent muntelpal corporations will not be ap- 
pomes y * Federal courts. Meriwether v. Garrett 


> 2 eee rere ere 29 
3.—Of railroad ‘corporations ; action against for dama- 

ges for —— in * U- how aD t; i right to jury 

trial. Kennedy v. ee 4 


See Conflict of ae ; o SAS A, 


REMOVAL OF CAUSE. Act of 1795; right deter- 
mined by citizenship at commencement of action 
and time of filing petition. Beede v. Cheeney (U. 

8. C. C., Minn.).. 
2.—Act of 1875 3; right determined by citizenship ‘when 
petition filed. Curtin v. Decker (U.S. C. C., Wis.). 435 
3.—Statute of 1875; Po wt wnt thy Southworth 
v. Adams (U. 8. 
4.—Essentials to organize at RS act of 1866 and act of 
1867; amendment. Jones vy. Foreman (Ga. 8. C.) . 415 
5.—Appeal to U. 8. a . Ct. dene of ans apie Bab- 
bitty. Clark (U.S. Gidke<. 27 
6. r - of claim. 


b 7 
7.—Citizenship of parties. Blake y. McKim (WU. $8 .C) 405 
8.—Contents of petition ; action auxiliary to action = 
State court removable. Bondurant v. Watson (U.8 


” 495 
9.—Civil rights ; exclusion by State ‘of Citizens of color 
from jury Neal v. State (U. 8.8. C.) 4066 
10. Fe ae Oy consolidated. Cotenpe & © Ind. R. 
R. v. L. 8. & M. Ry. Co. (0 C. C., Til.). . 816 


11. pA. TA, want of. Salowes v. Chi. & Ind. R. 
(0 X *% 5 eae 75 

12.—Controv ersy determining right to, need not be prin- 
cipal one. Bybee v. Hawkett (U. 8. C. C., Or.).. 315 


13.—Parties to controversy; meaning of §2; removal 
act of March 3, 1875. Barney v. Latham (U.8.8. C.). 
14.—Conditions of; different Coeeeoreenes : parties. 

. Smith v. McKay ssi eRe 75 
15.—Parties plaintiff and de Fatt non cf - in same 
State; presumption as to ee, erchants’ 

Nat’! Bank v. Thompson (U.S C., Mass.)... . 256 
16.—Jurisdiction, application by p AS. does not 
waive objection to a Jertadicsicn. Parrott v. Alabama 

G. L. Ins. Co. (U. 8 ae 435 
17.—To Federal court A, action. to try title to State of- 

fice. Dubuclet v State (U. @.)... 7 
18.—Jurisdiction of State pad  Sttook on ; conflict of 
law ; remedy for imperfect prec eodings for removal. 

National Union Bank v Dodge (N. J. 8. C.).. 55 
19.—Evidence of parties actually contesting determines 
right to, without reference to residence of merely 

one arties. Life Asso. of Americav Rundle = 

( Pte deen Dame Geka aneaadee SOmntheeweineeese 27 


RENDITION OF CRIMINALS. ‘Bee Criminal 


REPLEVIN Lies only against one in possession ; ; 
receiptor of pen against sheriff. illiams v. 
organ (Wis. 8S. C 
2.—Title, one eames cannot claim lien ; ‘sale and de- 
livery by owner in common not conversion author- 
izing replevin. Hudson v.Swan(N. Y. App.)..... .. 195 
See Partnership. 


RES ADJUDICATA. See Suretyship. 
RESCISSION. See Contract. 
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RESIDENCE. Voter under N. Y. law; a marine liv- 
ing in U.S. barracks ey not gain residence. In 
re Green (U. 8. C. C.,N 


REVENUE. Paintings phe porcelain do not make 
ghee wgeeguand tae. Arthur v. epee (U. 8 


RIGHT OF WAY. When does not exist; impliea 


Ma anh a « —. ‘Mitchell v. Seipel a 


RIPARIAN canaenn. Constitutional sae right 
f owner to erect bridge on fresh water stream ; ex- 

huatvs right to maintain eeidge s Unpelstase contract 
Gpenengn Bridge Co. v. Paige (N. 

2.—Use by upper owner: diversion by railroad com- 
pom of water for use of locomotives nos proper, an eae 
ower owner may am. Garwood v 
R. R. R.Co. (N. p. 

3.—Water-course ; sights of riparian owner to use ; ; 
when artificial channel treated as natural. Roberts 
v. Richardson i, - Ch. D.) 
See Bi 1 abe “Municipal Corporation. 





SALE. Of personal property, conditional; title to 
goods sold in. course of trade. Rogers v. White- 
house (Me. 8. C 

2.—Of personal property ; when delivery may be in 
ferred Rawles v. Saulsbury (Ga. 8. C.).. 

3.—Of personal property ; conditional sale valid at 
common law; Swe of frauds. Blackwell v. 
Walker (U.S. C.C., Ark.). 

4.—Of notion a pro erty ; title; ‘conditional sale; ‘dis- 
tress for rent; New Jersey statute. Bean v. Edge 


Pi cisccvectieucavosde sodbee sdgcsioggnetie sa 35 


ib 


~ 


Se BORER eae eee 295 


5.—Sale or return when title eee in vendor after 
delivery. Cole v. Berry (N. J. 8. C.).. 


6.—When offer accepted by letter; title to goods sold 
8'C. 138 


passes. Phillips v. Moore (Me. 
See Contract ; Good Will; Statutory Construction. 
SAVINGS BANKS. Administrator of trustee de- 
positing money may claim payment in absence of 
notice from beneficiary. 
Bank (N. Y. App 
2.—Limitation of ability for erroneous payment by rule 
in pass-book; diligence. Israel v. Bowery Savings 
Bank (N. Y. ©. P.) 
SCHOOLS. Illinois school law ; English education; 
teaching German authorized by. ‘owell v. Board 
GE Te Coiee Ws Gd Sa des cictccdencs sccdeess 6 00 
SEDUCTION. Adult daughter living with mother, 
de facto servant, and mother may have action for. 
Davidson v. Abbott (Vt. S.C.) 
2.—Action of damages for advising consent to. 
v. Hovey (Mo. 8. C.) 
3.—Statute action by a woman for herown seduction has 
no extra-territorial force. Buckles v. Ellers (Ind. 8. 
C.) 


rae ie adaaeas morse 


ais tee bieznsneoenonegess Sanpnetane 

SEIZURE. See Sherif. 

SERVICE OF PROCESS. On one brought in ju- 
risdiction by force or fraud, invalid. Blair v. = 
Clo Bb Ge Eee MEIN 44> seancesss eeetens seercecsesece 


oone v. Citizens’ Sav. eS 


SET-OFF. Partnership; bankruptcy. In re Voetter 7 


(U.S. D C., Pemn.)......--.seeeeeeecees 


SETTLEMENT. Of infant at birth that of father; 
lace of birth prima favie place of. Overseer of the 
Poor of Shrewsbury v. Overseer of = Poor (N. Jd. 


cmmeume Action for escape ; service of summons; 
that process under which prisoner was held voidable 
as defense ; pleading ; insolvency of debtor; interest 
on surrogate’ s decree; administrator ; auditor’s fees 
may be charged against. Dunford v. Weaver (N. Y. 
BD). cccccc. 060 sescvccecsceccessesescocsosssesocecece 

2.—Not liable for release of imprisoned debtor upon 
udge’s order showing jurisdiction; repeal. Dev- 
in v. Cooper (N. DU Mictseties +4isensc ow detegan 
—— of, for acts ‘of eputy. Dyer v. Tilton ene 

© ineccdtdiced eabadinds ” sidabtes: huehillll 
4.—Levy by, what constitutes; attachment of moneys in 
sheriff's hands ; conspiracy to de lawful act. Wehle 
v. Conner (N. quot tania aie 
5.—Kings county ; ones ie decree of foreclosure ; 
advertising sufficient to constitute ; ;. delivery ot 
process to pages. Union Dime Sav. Inst v. 
Andariese (N. Y. A 

8 oe Ae echnilbt Replevin. 

SLANDER AND LIBEL. Slander; accusation of 
lifting ~ on and bearing down scales in ‘purchases and 

sales. kin v. Thorp (Iowa 8. C.) 
2.—Words not slanderous in primary sense must be 
a) } Vere innuendo. Ruell y. Tatwell (Eng. 


3.—Libel; news companies liable as disseminators of 
libel by selling newspapers containing. Shanks v. 
American News Co. (N. Y. 8. C./ 401 





SLANDER AND LIBEL—Continued. 
4.—Libel ; justification; serial publication exceeding 
stipulated \aoee charged as swindle. Johnson vy. 
Grove Py eS Ra rrr ae ee 
5 tondenanan notifyin customer that he will not 
accept checks on specified bank; innuendo; privi- 
lege. Capital and C. Bank v. Henty (Eng. App.) 
6.—Libel ; privileged communication to superintendent 
of school in relation = a ans of retail 
Weiman v. Mabie (Mich. S. a. 
7.—Privileged communication ; : words 8 
examination before committee of 
mons. (Eng. Q. B. D.).. . 
8.—Charge of unc nastity ; cn ‘sleeping ‘with man,” vari- 
ance; proof of “being in bed” with hini. Barnett 
vy. Ward CORB. Gd incon scasecss-cnsnen te sdpassdsalrde 
SPECIFIC Que REORMANCE. Action for, io 
ated by _ 
2.—Where it involves fraud on 
forced. Post v. Marsh (Eng. 
STATUTE OF FRAUDS. Agreement to pay 
debtof another. Mason v. Wilson (N. C. 8. C.) 
2.—Sale of goods worth $50 ; payment by check or part 
of price, tender; damages evidence. Hunter v. 


poken upon an 
ouse of Com- 


ublic will not ca 
h. D.) 


eee ee eee ee ee ee 
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Johnson v. Somerville (N. J. Ch.). 197 


476 


Wetsell(N. Y. A App.) ptansates noe sscnkn css tetesiaaes 412 
eo 


3.—Contract for sa standing timber; when equity 
will enforce verbal agreements as to land. Bowers 
v. Bowers (Penn. 8. 

4.—Contract, oral, relating to land, performed by one 


party. Alderson v. Maddison (Eng. Oy * ePaper 
5.—Contract not within year; contract word by, not 
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6.—Evidence ; Dist. of Columbia ; assignment of insur- 
ance policy to secure debt ; rights of creditor. Page 
v. Burnstine (U_ 8. C. C.) 
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cided upon sevens 3 jurors and eat by 12, 
erroneous. erner vy. Edmiston (Kans. 8. C.)....... 1357 
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See Patent. 
WATER-COURSE. See Riparian Rights. 
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inistrator ; Conptict of ‘Law; 

Married Woman ; Partition.’ 

WITNESS. See House of Representatives; Will. 


WRIT OF ERROR. See Practice. 


"Executor : 














7? 




















« 


